
TOWN OF SUMMERVILLE
DESIGN REVIEW BOARD – AGENDA

Summerville Municipal Complex
Summerville Council Chambers or Zoom Virtual Meeting

September 17, 2020 4:00 p.m.

Approval of August 20, 2020 meeting Minutes

APPLICANTS –
For additional information regarding this public meeting please contact the Planning Department at 843.851.5200.  All applications and related 

documents for this public meeting are available for review at the Planning Department during regular business hours, Monday–Friday, 8:30–5:00 
excluding Town of Summerville holidays.

OLD BUSINESS:
1. Limehouse Village Amenity Center – Proposed Amenity Center for the Limehouse Village Subdivision on Dorchester 

Road (PUD)
The applicant is requesting Final Approval

NEW BUSINESS:
1. 1200 N Main Street – Façade improvements for the former Sticky Fingers Restaurant (G-B)

The Applicant is requesting Conceptual Review
2. South Pointe Apartments – 228 Unit Multi-Family development at South Pointe Boulevard (MF-R upon annexation)

The applicant is requesting Conceptual Review
3. Freddy’s Frozen Custard – New 3,010 sf restaurant with drive-thru (UC-MX)

The applicant is requesting Preliminary Approval
4. 105 Midland Parkway – redevelopment to a Freestanding 6300 Square Foot Optometry Office (UC-MX)

The applicant is requesting Conceptual Review
5. 113 N. Magnolia Street – Redevelopment of the property for a 1 story 5,660 sf office building (D-MX)

The applicant is requesting Conceptual Review
6. 114 Farm Road – addition of 7,500 sf office to the property (G-B)

The applicant is requesting Conceptual Review
7. Signs:

Misccelaneous:
NONE

ADJOURN:

Posted September 11, 2020



Design Review Board Minutes
Thursday, August 20, 2020

Zoom Virtual Meeting

Members Present:
Bill Beauchene
Chris Campeau 
Carolyn Rogerson
Hart Weatherford

Staff Present:
Tim Macholl, Zoning Administrator
Jessi Shuler, Director of Planning
Rebecca Brown

Items on the agenda:
OLD BUSINESS:

None

NEW BUSINESS:
1. Limehouse Village Amenity Center – Proposed Amenity Center for the Limehouse Village Subdivision on Dorchester 

Road (PUD)
The applicant is requesting Conceptual Review

2. 1525 Old Trolley Raod – Façade improvements for the Trolley Square Shopping Center (UC-MX)
The Applicant is requesting Final Approval

3. Summerville Commons – 270 Unit Multi-Family development at Berlin G Myers Parkway and E. 9th North Street 
(Proposed G-B upon Annexation)

The applicant is requesting Conceptual Review
4. Signs:

Miscellaneous:
NONE

The meeting was called to order at 4:04 pm by the Chairman. 

Mr. Macholl explained that the applicant for item 2 under New business had requested that the agenda be amended to meet a 
personal appointment. Mr. Beauchene made a motion to amend the agenda and hear the Agenda item 2 before the first item on the 
agenda. The motion was seconded by Ms. Rogerson. The motion carried unanimously.

Mr. Campeau asked for consideration of the July 16, 2020 meeting minutes. Ms. Rogerson pointed out that she was in attendance 
at the July meeting but that the minutes did not note her as present. Mr.Weatherfor made a motion for approval of the minutes as 
amended and Mr. Beauchene seconded. The motion carried 4-0.

OLD BUSINESS
1. None 

NEW BUSINESS
1. 1525 Old Trolley Road – The first item under New Business was a request for Final Approval of the proposed façade 
improvements for Trolley Square Shopping Center. Losse Knight of LFK Architects shared his screen and discussed the project 
with the board, showing before pictures and proposed elevations. He explained that the owner wants to freshen up the shopping 
center, the main building at the rear of the property and the freestanding one as well. Mr. Campeau said that he liked the proposal 
to wrap the skinny columns, but objected to painting the existing brick at the base of the building. Mr. Beauchene agreed that 
painting the brick was not a good idea for the brick. Ms. Rogerson felt that painting the entire building white was too much, and that 
the brick was needed to anchor the building. Mr. Knight explained that the owner has other centers painted similarly and  wanted 
consistency. He pointed out that other developments had white bricks approved. Mr. Beauchene asked if the façade o the 
outbuilding closest to Trolley Road could be cleaned up. Mr. Beauchene and Mr. Campeau pointed out that painting the brick ruins 
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it forever. Mr. Knight inquired if painting some of the bricks would be acceptable. The board did not feel that painting the brick was a 
good idea in any manner. The Board agreed that wrapping the thinner columns and bulking them up would be a nice upgrade to the 
façade. Mr. Knight asked if squaring off the arches on the front would be acceptable and showed a rendering of what it could look 
like. The Board felt it would take some of the character out of the center and make it too horizontal. Mr. Campeau stressed that 
cleaning up the façade of the second building was very important. Mr. Knight indicated that they had looked at this possibility but 
that they were not prepared to discuss this at this time. Mr. Campeau asked about the possibility of adding landscaping. Mr. 
Beauchene pointed out that there was room between the drive through lane and the sidewalk to add a hedge. Mr. Campeau asked 
if there were any other comments, being none he asked for a motion. 

Mr. Beauchene made a motion for Final Approval with the following conditions: No painting of the existing brick; preserve the 
arches; add a hedge row to the street side of the drive through aisle, to be approved by staff. The motion was seconded by Ms. 
Rogerson. The motion passed unanimously 4-0.

2. Limehouse Village Amenity Center – The next item under New Business is a request for Conceptual Review of a 
proposed new Amenity Center for the Limehouse Village subdivision. Mr. Jason Hutchinson, Mr. Jesse Solomon, and Mr. Mike 
Penrose were available to discuss the proposed project for the applicant. Mr. Solomon walked the board through the site, and 
expressed that it was important that the amenity center be understated, relaxed, and fit into the lowcountry aesthetic. The building 
was set far back from the road intentionally to allow for the Live Oak Row. The buffer was maintained per the PUD. Mr. Penrose 
addressed the architecture. He wanted to make the building blend into the neighborhood, make it look like an agrarian building with 
a modern twist. It will have cementitious siding and a metal roof. Ms. Rogerson asked about the color scheme. Mr. Penrose 
indicated that the roof would be galvalume, and the siding white to provide a good contrast with the landscaping. Mr. Campeau 
complimented the design and asked if it would be possible to increase the depth of the overhang. Mr. Beauchene agreed and 
asked about a vent in the gable end. The Board suggested a black roof to be consistent with the predominant color scheme in the 
area. Ms. Rogerson suggested Charleston Green. It was suggested that sod be used and that all mulch should be pine straw. 

This being Conceptual Review there was no vote.

3. Summerville Commons – The third item under New Business is a Conceptual Review of a proposed 270 unit apartment 
complex at Berlin Meyers Parkway and E. 9th North Street extended. Ms. Erica Chase of Stantec and Dan Rutilante, architect were 
present to present to the Board. Ms. Chase explained that since the prior project that the Board reviewed for this property, the 
market has changed, and multi-family residential  really is the highest and best use for this particular location, not retail. The 
property is unique in that it has about 15 feet of drop from the front of the property near BGM Parkway to the rear of the property at 
Farmsprings Road. E. 9th North Street will be extended to Farmsprings, with Farmsprings eventually be turned over to the Town as 
Public ROW. Offsite detention will be implemented to provide the required detention for this site as well as for future development of 
other property in the area. The proposal includes a couple three story buildings closest to BGM and 4 and 5 story buildings in the 
center of the property. Mr. Rutilante presented the perspective drawing of the buildings, showing the mix of 3, 4, and 5 story 
buildings, as well as the carriage house apartments over the proposed garages. Green space at the center of the site, with the 
larger buildings providing a back drop for the main entrance into the site. Fencing details will be provided, and the fence is to 
provide a sense of security to the residents of the development. He addressed the proposed materials, explaining they would 
include vernacular materials, including lap and board and baton siding, different colors to break up the massing. Black shingle 
roofs. Mr. Campeau asked the architect about the exhibit and that it didn’t seem to address the grade change across the property. 
Mr. Rutilante tried to address this situation and how it would be addressed in future submittals. Mr. Campeau felt that the fence was 
not needed. He felt that the amenity center needed more work, and that it really needed to have a lowcountry aesthetic. He also 
expressed a concern about the number of parking spaces and the lack of trees in the parking lot. Ms. Chase addressed this stating 
that there would be a number of spaces removed to meet the planting requirement. She explained this is the desired amount  and 
that they had seen that on street parking is allowed in the UDO. Mr. Campeau asked if they had reached out to the adjacent 
developer and if they had considered the proposed roundabout at the 9th Street and Farmsprings Road intersection. Ms. Chase 
stated that the first developer approved would be able to set the intersection design. Signals are set for the intersection with BGM 
and E. 9th North. Mr. Weatherford expressed a concern that the only access to the development was proposed for 9th. He also 
wanted to know about the detention. Ms. Chase explained the location of the offsite detention and how it was being designed for 
multiple users. The signal warrants are part of the Traffic Impact Analysis as well as the a study of the other intersections..

This being a Conceptual Review there was no vote taken.
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MISCELLANEOUS:
There were no items under miscellaneous.

ADJOURN:
There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 5:14 PM on a motion by Mr. Beauchene and a second by Ms. 
Rogerson. The motion passed unanimously.

Respectfully Submitted, Date:  ________________ 

Tim Macholl
Zoning Administrator

Approved: Chris Campeau, Chairman _____________________________________; or,

Michael Gregor, Vice Chairman ______________________________________




